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REMARIS. 



Mr. Marsh said That throughout the de- 
bate on this important subject, it had been as- 
sumed, that slavery had neither a legal nor an 
actual existence in Oregon, or the territory ac- 
quired by the hue Mexican Treaty. He was not 
Rtire that this opinion was well founded, and he 
proposed to show, that it was matter of doubt, 
whether slavery had ever been abolished in Or- 
egon, California or New Mexico, by any legis- 
lation which our courts of law would recognizp 
as valid, and he would thence argue the necssi- 
sity of a positive prohibition of that institution 
by Congress. If. was too notorious to require 
historicnl proof, that slavery was tolerated, and 
actually existed throughout Spanish America, 
iinlii the separation of those provinces from the 
Spanish crown, and of course it might now law- 
fully exist in all the territory acquired from Mex- 
ico or Spain, unless it had been legally abolish- 
ed, by express legisiati6n, or by operation of law, 
as a necessary result of the transfer of that ter- 
ritory to the United States. 

Slavery, said Mr. Marsh, was introduced into 
all the foreign possessions of tho Spanish crown 
about the cominencement of tho sixteenth cen- 
tury, at a period when it was tolerated in almost 
evfry country Vv^here the civil law was in force; 
and though the number of slaves in Mexico did 
not exceed ten thousand, in the year 1800, yet 
tlic in!=iitution was neither legally nor practical- 
iy extinct, at the time of the Mexican Revolu- 
tion. 

It had been asserted, that slavery was prohib-l 
ted by tho Mexican Federal constitution of 1824. 
yins was an error, and Mr, Mar.sh referred to 
iiMt jnsfruinont to show, that so far from being 
:il)oiis|ied, it was actually recognized bv the 
J'otistijnlion of 1824, which contained the fol- 
lowinjr provision, borrowed" no d(jubt from our 
coui^titution : Every state >s bound to deliver 
" up foiTitives from other states to the person 
who justly demands them, or to compel them 
■ in Pome other way to satisfy the parly interost- 
'•ed. ' The phraseolo^'y !iad been altered from 
the corresponding provision in our constitution, | 



in order to embrace, not technical slavery alone? 
but that barbarous relic of the ancient Roman 
law, peoiuige, or the servitude of an insolvent 
debtor to his creditor, as existing by the laws of 
Mexico. 

The error, so far as it was a misapprehension, 
and not a misrepresentation, arose irom the fact, 
that the constitution of the several Slates of the 
Mexican confederacy did in fact, in general at 
least, a'^)oiisb slavery either immediately or pros- 
pectively, and Mr. Marsh cited tho provisions of 
several ol those constitutions to that purport, 
and among others, that of the joint statefof Tex- 
and Coahuila, adopted in 1827. which ordains as 
follows I 

" In this state none is born a slave after the 
" promulgation of this constitution at the capital 
"of each district; and after six months, the in- 
" ti'oduction of slaves is permitted under no pre- 
" tfext whatsoever." 

But, said Mr. Marsh, New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia never were slates oi the confederacy, but 
terriiories^ without a provincial legislature, the 
government of the former being purely military, 
and that of the latter a politico-relijiious organ- 
ization. It was not .satisfactorily shewn, that 
the Mexican government had ever, in a consti- 
tutional way, attempted the abolition of slavery 
in those territories, nor whs it clear that Con- 
gress, or any branch of the federaJ government, 
iiad the power to interfere with tho rights of 
property in the territories. Tiie constitution of 
1824 gave Congress power " to enact laws and 
*' decrees for the regulation of the internal ad- 
" ministration of the territories." 

These terms were very difu^ront from those 
defining the power of our Congress over t!ie ter- 
ritories. Did they authorize tiso Mexican Con- 
gress to do anything more than prescribe tho 
form of government for the territories'? This, 
in the opinion o! Mr. Marsh, was at least doubt- 
ful. 

But it had been said, that President Guerrero, 
who had been made Dictator at the lime of the 
i Spanish invasion under Barragan in 1829, had 
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^sWlishcd slavery throiTghoiit tlie Repnblic. It 
was a sufficient, answer to this, to say that Con- 
gress had no c(Wistitiitional authority to confer . 
the alleged extraordinary powers upon the Pres- 
ident, and his dictatorship was consequently a 
mere military nsurpatU»n ; but although the de- 
■cree of Guerrero recited, that he had twen invest- 
ed with extraordinary powers, no act of Con- 
jjress granting such powers iiad been produced. 
On the contrary, it did appear, that in July 1829, 
two months only before the date of the decree 
in question, the Mexican Senate, by a decided 
majority, refused its assent to a bill which had 
passed the lower House, conferring extraordina- 
ry powers on the President for the term of live 
months. 

In 1835, said Mr. Marsh, the federal consti- 
tution of Mexico was overthrown, not by the 
■constitutional process of aflsendmenf, but "by vi- 
olence ; and a plan of government, cre&tinp a 
■centralized, instead of B.fcdiral republic, abolish- 
ing the ^ate legislatures, aiid reducing the«tates 
themselves to departments, was promulgated. — 
Mr. Marsh had not been able to find a copy of 
this pla!i of government, but it did not appear, 
from the abstract of it given by Muhfenpfordt, to 
i«ave contained any provision relative to slavery. 
!t had been said, that the Congress acting under 
this new plan of government had passed a law 
in 1837 abolishing slavery throughout the Re- 
public, and providing for the compensation of 
the master; bet whether Congress had power to 
pass such an act, under the neiW constitution, 
and whether that instrument (iughl to be held 
legally to supercede the constitution of 1824, ; 
v?eTe questions which we had not the means of' 
(determining. 

ft must be reswember^d, said Mr* Marsh, that 
pubBoists andjarists are guided by very different 
prinoiiplesin the determination ofqt^83l)onsofthis 
nature. Politically, and with reference to other 
nations, the government de facto is recognized 
by statesmen, but a court of justice migiU ad- 
judge, that as between the subjects and iJie gov- 
ernment, the acts of the latter knd no validity 
whatever, and thefefore,though a treaty made by 
MS with the government actually in power might 
be binding, it by no means followed that our 
<-ourts wo«ld sustain laws, in derogation of the 
rights of property, enacted by any of the series 
of usurpations with which Mexico had been 
cursed. 

Doubtless it was true that the law had been 
generally acquiesced in, at leant in the.^frtto; 
that it had been so universally, in the {errilories 
was not yet proved, but there was every reason 
to believe, that slavery existed in fact, to but a 
very limited extent, if at all, in any part of the 
Mexican republic. What the effect of such ac- 
quiescence in a law not perhaps originally biod- 



ing might b<s Mr. Marsh WA^iild not undertake to. 
say, but he was unwilling to risk anything on 
such a question. 

In regard to Oregon, Mr. M. said, that per- 
sons familiar with the discussions relative to 
our rights to that territory would remember, that 
upon lull debate, and especiallly after the ablo 
speech of a distinguished Senator from New 
York, (Mr. Dix) it was generally agreed, that 
the title by which we must stand or fall was 
that derived from Spain by the treaty of 1819, 
In Oregon, then, considered as a'part of Spanish 
America, Slavery legally existed, at the time of 
the transfer to the United States. It would not 
be admitted by Southern gentlemen, that Slave- 
ry was abolished by the change of sovereignty. 
On the contrary, Ihey insisted that Ihe range of 
Slavery was extended, by annexing to this con- 
federacy territory before free, in virtue of the 
alledged right of every American citizen to mi- 
grate thither, carrying with him Ms moveablo 
property, and personal rights to projwrty. Slave 
ry, then, said Mr. M., it will be contendeiJ) 
may now be legally introduced into Ore- 
gon, unless prohibited by law. It was urged, 
that the provisional government organized by 
the people of Oregon had adopted the great fea- 
ture of the ordinance of 1787, but when, in what 
form, and under what sanctions ? On this 8a!> 
ject; we are by no means fully enlightened, and 
Mr. M. had the authority of a gentleman, who 
had twice visited Oregon, and resided there for 
many months, for saying that, in spite cf the or- 
dinance of the provisional government, both Af- 
ricans and Sandwich Islanders are at this houf, 
to some e.ttent, held in Slavery in that terri- 
tory. 

It might, therefore, and would be, contended, 
said Mr. M., that Slavery might be lawfully re- 
introduced throughout tiie whole of those vast 
districts where it had altogether, or with very 
tfiflling exceptions, ceased to exist,, upon two 
grounds : First, that Slavery having been per- 
mitted in Oregon, California, and Nesv Mexico, 
while provinces of Spain, and having never been 
legally abolished, in contemplation of law still 
exists in those territories ; and secondly, that 
though Slavery may have been abolished by 
Mexico, yet American Slaveholders may now 
revive it, by removing to the territories and car- 
rying their Slaves with them. 

To the latter of these propositions Mr. M.said 
he could by no means assent, though aware 
that much better lawyers than himself iiad main- 
tained the affirmative, and as to the former, 
while he was not prepared to deny what he hoped 
would prove true, that Slavery, namely, had been 
legally abolished throughout both the States and 
the Territories of Mexico, yet ho must insiisl 
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that wo were acting withont any Runrcient war- 
mnt, in assuming ench to be the fact. 

Mr. Marsh continued as follows: — It is, 
then, matter of grave doubt, whotlier tho 
effect of the acquisition of New Mexico, 
California, and Oregon is not the extension 
of Christian American Slavery through all 
those wide provincosi. How shall this doubt 
be solved ? Two modes are proposed. The 
one is to cut this gordian knot by the sword of 
Congressional legislation, the other is to refev 
the question, as a matter of law, to the detor-. 
mination nf judicial tribunals. The first method 
proposes the abolition of Slavory, if actually, or 
in contemplation of law, now existent in those 
territories, and its prohibition, if now non-exist- 
ent; the other ^-^pudiates \\\e interferenoB of 
Congress^ j|nd avQWS the pappose of tolerating 
Slavery jyherevep jt now exists, or can be intro. 
duced without a violation of positive prohibitory 
law. The advocates of the forrner plan seek to re. 
glricK ISIavery, by adoptinff ^}|0 principles of the 
ordinance of HSf ; the apjion of those of the 
jatteirj tends to spread it, thrpugh the operation 
of the Compromffle Bill latefy reported to tho 
Senate of the United Stales, pver immense re- 
gions where it now exists, if indeed at all, only 
as a legsil ficticm. 

I shall first say a word in reference to the ej{- 
pcdienoy and the safety of submitting this great 
que.stiou to adjudicnficn by Courts of law. I may 
safely assume, that no intelligent l&wyer, cer- 
tainly no Northern lawyer, would ho content to 
leave this point to be determined, in the last re. 
sort, by the local trihvinals jyet the bill pressed by 
some of its friends with hot and indecent haste, 
in order that it might he acte^j upon before pub- 
lic sentiment shoMjfi bo roused, and the publio 
will expressed— a bill framecj, loo, by lawyers 
presumably not ignorant of ihp very recent de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of |;he Un'ted States 
jn Bavry's ca8e—,contained, as originally report? 

no effbetuar provision for the removal of 
the question to the Suprerne Court. Jt is 
true, that an amendment for that purpose was 
i finally adopted, but the negative votes of siomc, 
and the silence of other friends pf tho bill, upon 
I this and other amendments designed to give 
I freedom an equal chance with i^lavery, indicate 
\ plainly enough, that its framor? had not special- 
I |y at heart the promotion of th^ pause of human 
I liberty by tho legislative or judipial action of ^his 
1 republic* 



I * Upon (he t|ay of the nassago of the ComproniisQ 

I piil by the Senate, the foltowinfj amendments, among 

I others were olfrred, 

I By Mr. Baldv!},ivit a Whig Senator from Connecti- 

1 put; " • > 

I And be it further enacted, Tha^ it sliall be the duty 

« pf ^he qttorneyg fjjf gaid '^'erritorieai respectively, on 



But suppose all obstacle?, whether technical 
or practical, to the fair presentation of the ques- 
tion to tho Supreme Court, to be removed ; is 
that court n fit tribunal for the determination of 
a great |KditlCal question like this ? I am fftr 
from desiring to dispamge the impartiality or tho 
ability of a tribunal di9tlnguishec( for the (josscst 
fiion of every jndicial e?:cellencpj and which \ 
hold in the highest reverence as the great bul- 
wark of oqr constitutional lil>erties. Its pre-en[>r 
inenk lability i« reeogniscd by the universal voioa 



the ooniplain^ ftf any person Iwld in involuntary seiyii 
tude thrrein, lo moke oppliotttlon in hi^^hait, in d^a 
form of jaw, tio liie court next therej^fte? to be holden 
in said Territory, for n writ of habc<^» corp.ue, ito bo 
directed V> 'he person so holdinff s«ch apnlvpant ii^ 
service, aa uforesnid, and to pursue all needml meas-. 
ures in h^s behalf; and if the decision of ei0\ oovfX 
shflSl be adyerac to suoh ntuitioation, or if, io, hi 
ttirn oflihe writ, relief shall he denied to the applicant 
pn the gromid that he is a slave lield in servjiude in 
mid l^rritor/, said attornav shaH oauso an appeal 
be ta^en therefrom ; and tno recarti of ail tl<e nrp- 
cefidings in the onae to be tranwi^^^ed to the SuprJ'n^Q 
P(i(Urt of the United St&ies,nssibQn asi may be ; anc^ 
tQ^ive notice thereof to th6 Attorney General of tha 
umted States, who shall ptosecute the sama befoca 
miQ court, who shall proceed ^o, t^Qar an^ deter.n\^e 
the same at the jfiret term the^e^f. 

This aniendment, the olyeot wihioh wjia \(x enable 
^he slave, who could soaroeijf be suppoeed «o ^os^esa 
ihe nieans of litigating the ji^We, to test the ouest^oi^ 
cif his right to freedom, at th& ej^peasq «if the Govern- 
ment ot the United States, w?i\§ qeteated by the fo^^- 
lowing vote 

YfiAS-^Messra, AUen, BaMwipi l^nion, Garwin,, 
pay ion, Dodj^, Feiclt* Greene, fiial©, Hamlin^ 
A|iUer, Niles, Uf^am and Wftl^er.-r^i^. 

N^vs—Mesdrs. Atohiaon. ^dflor. 1^11, Berrien, 
Borland, Bright, Butler, CoH^oun, CiBjj^on, Davis pif 
Mississippi, I)ickiu8on, DowJij.. Foo^, ilannegan, 
Ilouslon, Hunter, Johnsoii oyf J^arylanrL Johnson pf 
Louisiana, Johne^n of Geargib, King, l^wis, Maui 
tmm, Mason, Metoal^, Phelps. ^usK, Sebastian, Bpri^-. 
anoe, Sturgpon, Ti:^nievs ftnd Underwood .^.3!. 

Jiy Mr. OLarh, a Wi; ^ena\or from R, Island : 

Jk'ovided, haioewp, that ir|o law repealinjj the n^t 
of the provisional coYern;r\ent of sa'.d Territory [of 
Oregon] prohibiting slavery or involuntary s«?rYUude 
therein, ej^all po yaiid ^ntil the same shall approved 
by Oaufirress; . ' 

The yeos ant^ nays were ns follows 

YEAs-^Messi-s. A^\kn, Baldwin, Beuion. ^radbury^ 
Olariie, Corwin, Davis oi' "VlaSdachusetts, l>ayton, DiXv 
Dodge, Felcb. Fii^j^raUl. Greene, Hale,' Hamlin j 
Miller, Nilea, Upliaiu and WalHer.^l^. 

NAYS—rMessra. Atohieon, Atherton, Badger, Bell, 
Berrien, Borland, Breese, Bright Butler, Callioun, 
Clayton, Davis of Mi^issippi, Dicliinson, Douslass, 
lioiiC'ns, Foote, liann^gan, Houston. Hunter, Johnso!\ 
of Maryland, Johtwon of Georgia, Ki"g. Lewis, Mj^t 
son, IVletcalfe, Phelps. Rusix, Sebastian, SturgeoUi 
Turney, Underwood, Westcott and Yulee.^-33. 

j5ji iJ^r. i)avis, a Whig Senator fyom Mai^sachu- 
eetts': 

That so much of the 6th article of the ordinance of 
the J3rh July, 1787, ag js contained in the followiuEj 
words, to wit : " There shall be neither slavery no? 

invoimp.^aty se^ylMe tn the |atd "f^^rUory <?^l\<;r\'^^^ 
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-of the legal profession, and ila «tern imparliality 
has been signally attested by its decisions in the 
Ijreat cases of tlio Amistad negroes, Rnd Prigg 
vs. Pennsylvania. But it is piecit^cly because 
of my reverence for that court, and my exalted 
ehtimate of its value as^a constTvalive element 
in our Bystem, that 1 would wot impose apon it 
the painful and dangerousoblf{ration>->the plenum 
opus aleaj-of determining so weighty and so delr 
icate a question as this. We should hazard not 
its impartiality and its high mora! iniluence on- 
ly, but its constitution, and even its existence. 

than in punishment of crimes whereof tlift party ahall 
have been duly convicted," Bhati be und remain in 
force within the Territory of Oregon. 
The ameiidiBeui wag lost by tiw folbwing vote 
Yeas— Mear*. Allen, Atherton, Baldwin, Benton, 
Bradbury. Clarke, Gorwin, Dnvia of Mna^chusietts, 
Dayton, J)ix, Uodtfe, Felch, Fitzgerald, Greene, Hale, 
}iau)lin, Miher« Niles, SpraBr<«e, Upham and Walk-' 
en— 21. 

Navs— M'ewrs. *Atchi8ont Badger, Bell, Berrien, 
Borland, Breese» Brigbt, Btttier, Calhcun, Clayton, 
Davi« of Miesiiisippi, Dickinson, DouaisBs, Downs, 
Foote, iiaunegan, Hootston, Hunter, Johnson of iVd., 
Johntion of Louisiana, Johuson of Georgia, King, 
Lewis, Mantjum, Mason, Miftcnlfe, Rask, Sebastian, 
Sturgeon, Tnrney, Undcrw^wd, Wesicott and Y«lee. 
—33. 

By Mr. Mhnaon, a Whig Senator from Maryland : 
An ameudment, providing for a writ of appeal from 
the Territorial to ilie Supreme Court, " upon aixy writ 
of habeas corpus involving the question of penronvl 
treedom/' 

•YsAS— Messrs. Allen, Atherion, Badger, Berrien, 
Bradbury, Clarke, Clayton, Corwin, Davis of Mass., 
Dayton, Dix, Dodge, Felch, Fitzgeraid, Greene, Hale* 
Hamlin, Hou&lon, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson o 
Louisiana, King, Mangurn, Metcalfe, Miller, Niles. 
Phelps, Rusk, Spruani«, Sturgeon, Upham, and 
Walker.— 31. • 
^ Navs— Messre. Atchison. Benton, Borland, Bright, 
Butler, Calhoun, Davis of Miss,, Dickinaon, Dowiw, 
Foot?, Hnnndgnn, Hunter, Johnson of Georg., Lewis, 
Maeon, Sebakian, Turney, rrestcott and Yuiee. 

Upod the pawage of the bill the vote was as fol- 
lows: — 

Yeas— 'Northern Whigs, Mr Phelps. 

Southern Whirrs — Messrs Berrien, Clayton, John- 
son of Maryland, Johnson of La., Mangurn, Spru- 
»nce. — 6* 

Northern Dcmocrata—Messrs, Atherton, Bt^ese, 
Bright, Dickinson, Douglass. Hannegan, Sturgeon— -7. 

Southern Deaiocrats — Messrs. Atchitwn, Benton, 
Borland, Butler,Calhoun, Davis of Missisaippi.Downs, 
Foote, Houston, Johnson of Ga. , King, Lewis, Mn- 
eon, Rusk, Sabastian, Turney, IFestcoit, Yulee— 19. 
33 in all. 

Navs— Northern Whigs ; Messrs. Baldwin, Clarke, 
Corwin, Davis of Maasachusettes, Dayton, Greene, 
Miller, Upham.— 8. 

Southern Whigs— Messrs. Badger, Bell, Metcalfe, 
and TJoderwood.— -4. 

Northern Deinocrflts—Messrs. Allen, Bradbury, 
Di.x. Dodge, Field, Fitzgerald, Hamlin, Niles and 
Walker— 9. 

Southern Democrats — None, 

Independent— .Mr. Hak.— 1. 



During tho long period of tho pendency of thig 
question, it would be incessantly exposed to ev- 
ery adverse influence, .l^cal sympklhies,long 
cherished prejudices, the predilections of party, 
tho known wishes of the administration, and of 
the national legislature, would all conspire to 
bias the decision, intervening vacancies would 
be filled with reference to the supposed, perhaps 
oven pledged, opinion of the candidate upon this 
one question, and wlion finally the decicion 
should be promulgated, the court itself would 
become, with the defeated party, the object of 
a hostility as deep-rooted,as persevering.as wide- 
ly diffused, as rancorous, as are at this moment 
the feelings and the prejudices of the parties now 
arrayed against each olher upon this great is- 
sue. Could a tribunal which relies for its sup- 
port upon moral force and public opinion alonp. 
awes not by lictor and fascee, enforces its de- 
crees by no armed satellites, dispenses no pat- 
ronage and is sustained by tio executive power, 
long withstand the malignant inflneoce, which 
would thus be brought to bear tipon it 7 

And what would be the condition of things 
in the territories meanwhile ? The issue can- 
not be made and determined in California or 
New Mexico, removed to the Supreme Court, 
and there heard and adjudged, in less than three 
or foitr years. In that space of time, the terri- 
tories would he filled lip with slaves and. slave- 
holders, and they womld probably be ready for 
admission into the Union, as states with consti- 
tutions tolerating slavery, before the Supreme 
Court would be prepared to pronounce a decree, 
which if Ijappily favorable to the cau.«5e of free- 
dom, would come, forever, loo late. But it lias 
been intimated by a gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hilliard), that the present introduction of 
slavery into the territories is practically impos- 
sible, because there is no law in being there to 
enforce the obedience o{ the slave. Sir, there is 
upon this earth but one law, by which man, in 
spite of the law of nature and of God, holds his 
fellow-man in bondage — the law of fi)rce^ moral 
or physical. Does slavery in the southern states 
appeal for its support to the mora! sense ot the 
unlettered and degraded African ? Is it rever- 
ence for the majesty of the law, considered as 
the expression of a nation's will, that binds the 
arm of the slave, in those communities where 
the same statute-book makes it a crime for tlio 
master to enlighten, by teaching, the immortal 
mind of the servant by the sweat of whose brow he 
lives.and punishes with death the slave who,ino- 
bedience to the first law of nature, raiseshishand 
againmt a white, in even the just defence of his 
person, his wife, or his child ? No, sir ; the au- 
thority of the master is sustained alone by tho 
Pfear of brute violence, or the awe of superior in- 
> telligence. To these the slaveholder could ap- 
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l>eal as successfully in Californlfi as ia Carolina, 
and in case we are again cursed with a nortij* 
cm executive with southern principles, ihe 
troops that Mr. Polk, without waiting for Con- 
gress to make appropriations for carrying the 
late treaty into effect, and probably with an eye 
to this very continfjency, is now sending to the 
new territory, will be ompioyed to put down any 
servile insurrection, or manifestation of popular 
displeasure, that may threaten the peace and se- 
v,Hrity of the emigrant slaveholder. But if there 
be no law for sustaining slavery in New Mexico 
and California while thequestion is pending be* 
fore the judiciary, the Compromise Bill has ef- 
fectually secured the title of the master, by for- 
^lidding the territorial legislature to pass any law 
whatever on the subject of slavery. They can* 
not emancipate the slave.they can enact iiostat- 
ute fur his protection against the cruelty of his 
•owner, they can lend him no aid in establishing 
his right to freedom. Under these circumslan- 
<;es, how could the «lave employ or yewaiU his 
counsel, how could he collect his witnesses»and 
what would be his protection against the resent* 
nicnt of his master, irritated by his impotent ef- 
forts to assert his rights to his birth-right,libi?ity' 
it was found an easy matter to import islave^ in* 
to Texas, in spUe of prohibitory law; will it be ■ 
more difficult to introduce them into New Mexi* j 
CO in the absence of all law ? ' 

I spoke just now of slavery as existing in de* 
fiarice of the , law of God. Let me not b& mis 
understood. I sit not in judgment to condemn 
tny fellow Christiana, who were born and reared 
in coinmunitiea where slavery existed for gener 
aliens before their own age, and is incorporated, 
as a supposed inseparable element, in ail their 
domestic traditions, their historical recollections, 
tlieir civil institutions. I speak not of individu- 
al cases, but of slavery as a system deliberately 
adopted, continued without overruling necessity, 
or voluntarily extended. I agree that both the 
opinion* and the feelings of southern men on ihiis 
delicrite question are entitled to great consider- 
ation. I respect their opinions, because their 
better opportunitions for observation give thera 
a mure intimate knowledge of the social, moral, 
and economical bearings of the system, than a 
stranger can possibly acquire, and I can con- 
ceive that they may be in some degree reconcil- 
ed to the undeniable evils of slavery by the per- 
ception of compensations, inappreciable by Nor* 
'liern men, by which a wise and beneficent 
rovidence, (as in other cases of great and wide- 
ly diffused wrong), mitigates those to northern 
appreheission so unmixed evils. I know more- 
over, that some Southern men, who deplore and 
acknowledge the wrong and the mischief in its 
lull extent, see, or think they see, in every 
scheme of abolition yet proposed, dangers to the 



best intorpsls of both races so certain and so ap- 
palling, that they believe it better and wiser with 
a " masterly inactivity " to look to the interposi- 
tion of Providence alone for relief, than to appeal 
to any human counsel, however specious, f 
have, too, a great respect for the prejudices ot 
birth and education, and for the feelings founded 
on them, knowing, as long observation of the 
world has taught me, that no man can wholly 
renounce those prejudices, however erroneous, 
or quite abjure his hereditarjr opinions upon re- 
ligion, or government, or social order, without 
at the same time sacrificing a large portion of 
the better part of his own , nature. Nor can I 
forget, that this general subject, which with us 
of the North is a question of political power, or 
of abstract right, affecting in no degree our se- 
curity, and but remotely our social and pecunia- 
ry interests, is to the people of the South a ques- 
tion of the most vital interest, involving in its 
v&rious relations the permanence of long cher- 
ished institutions, the economical arrangements 
on which they depend for suQtenance, and even 
the safety of their firesides. It is not strange, 
that those who have so great a stake at hazard 
should bo peculiarly sensitive U|)on this topic, 
and i am disposed to regard with charity a de- 
gree of passionate exciten^ent in SouJ'jsm gen- 
tlemen, when this subject is discussed, which I 
i should deem censurable in Northern speakers. 

For the humane iSouthern slaveholder, tbei^- 
fore, so long as he confines hie system and its 
influences to his ptrimonial limits, I have no 
reproaches, though I can neither assont to hi^ 
opinions, nor sympathise in bis feelings; and it 
is only when he defends the abases of slavery, 
or invokes the ?^id of our national government 
to extend over a wide space the evils under 
which he, perhaps unconsciously, labors, that I 
am bound to regard him as an' antagonist. I 
have consequently neither motWe nor desire to 
discuss the moral or economical character ot 
slavery, but I must be excused for pausing a 
moment to notice one argument in defence of 
slavery as a christian institution, which has 
been much oftener urged them answered. 

Forgetting that Christianity discourages all 
appeals to f(M«e, and is, emphatically, the reli- 
gion of moral suasion and non'resistance, tho 
advocates of Slavery triumphantly cite, as aa 
explicit recognition and sanction of a servile re- 
lation analogous to niodcrn Slavery, tho^ pas- 
sages of the New Testament, which enjoin up- 
on the servant obedience to the commands ol the 
master. But this argument is founded in a mis- 
apprehension of the fundamental principles of 
christian etbics-^ — upon the assumption, that in 
this, as in other schemes of morality, the impo- 
sition of a duty or obligation upon one party con- 
fers a correlative right upon the other> coupled 
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with authority to enforce that right. Nothing: 
pan be farther from botli the letter and tho spirit 
nf chrlslianity than such a proposition as this. — 
The great rule *' as ye would that rnen would do 
to yon, dq ye t^lso to them likewise" is a gener- 
ftlizatioj] of the entire code of christian morality, 
and properly conditioned and understood, is of 
universal application, but it by no moans author- 
izeatho indiscriminate «se ofconnpolsory means^ 
to enforce obedienco to its injunctions, and nu. 
merous partioulac cases are pit where a duty is 
required to bo performed to a party, who has not 
the filmdow of a right to (ki^and, still less, to 
f,ompei the discharge of the obligatiqn. TliGrer 
fore, if thy enemy hunger, feed hini;" Does 
this passage authorize my enemy tq demand of 
me bread,, and when I refuse it, to wrpstit from 
pie by force ? "Him that t^keth awi^y thy cof|t, 
forbid not to take thy oloa^ ah$o Btihesthisitv 
junction warrant my neighbor in stripping me, 
that ho may clothe himself 1 VVho»oever shall 
smite thee on thy right oiVek, turn to him the 
pther also Did any sane n^an ever argue, tha^ 
the unprovoked smiter might here find a justiBr 
pation for Tepe».ting the blqw ? " Resist not 
evil Is this command a. license to do to others 
that evil, which we might nqt qurselves lawfully 
resist J lie that defends Slavery l^y fhe author- 
ity of the New Tegtament must l^e prepared to 
maintain the afSrniiative of these questions, and 
\ie would reasqu as well in this, a$ in affirmmg 
that, because Christianity enjoins upon the ser- 
¥ar»t submission to the will of the rimsier, it jus* 
tifies the master in extorting unwilling obe- 
flienci5 and unrequited labor from the s^ve* 

But it has been ss^id, that the South neither 
expects OF desire* the jntro<liiction of Slavery 
into the nevy territory, because its soil and cli- 
mate are unsqjted to the growth of those yeget- 
able products, for the oultare of which ;^ione, 
slave labor can be advantageously employed.—. 
Oregon, Oslifornia and New Mexico, it is ^rged, 
lie without the natural limits of Slavery, and 
the institution cannot exist in those provinces, 
becauFC it is excluded by physical conditions 
and the economical law of profit and loss \yhich 
they dictate. It is assumed, that none of the 
sub-tropical plants nsualry cultivated by slave 
labor, rice, cotton, or the sugar-cane, will thrive 
in the now territories, which are adapted only 
to grain^growing, and pastoral husbandry, 
and will therefore be inhabited i^nd tilled only by 
freemen. But the whole of this supposition is 
a fallacy. It is not true, that profitable Slavery 
is confined to any particular range of climate, or 
any particular species of agricultural industry. 
Did the law ot profit an^ loss, as regulated by 
physical circumstances, forbid the existence of 
Slavery in the similar climates of Greece and 
Hqme, in AnglprSaxou Britain, or in ancigpt 



Teutonic and Scandinavian Eiirope? Doesij 
forbid itj at this moment, in Mohammedan Tur- 
key, from whoso mild code of servile law tho 
christian South might borrow useful lessons; in 
frozen Russia ; in our own Maryland and Vir- 
ginia and Kentucky? Sir, Slavery is every-; 
where profitable under the management of a 
prudent master, and especially so, in all new 
oount^-ies to which emigration is tending, and 
wl^ere the j\mount of labor to be tlone is greater 
than the force at l^i^nd to perform it. Doubtles? 
it is true, that most men who inherit property in 
slaves diminish, rather than augment, their pat- 
rimonial estates. Bi^t this is just as true in re- 
lation to capital invested in any other wuy.~i 
Capital employed inatiy industrial enterprise, if\ 
raining, in manufacturing, in agricultofe, in 
navigation, in commerce, in a majority of cases 
fails to yield any increase, '^at does this prove, 
that these branches of industry are in themselves 
unprofitable? By no means. It only proves 
that most men are unthrifty managers, and 
it will not be found that, in general, capital in- 
vested in slaves, ev^m in tfie Northern slave 
States, is more unprofitable than when employ- 
ed in any other species of labor. It has been 
charged upon New Englaqd, and the other 
Northern States, as 9, reproac^, that they abol- 
ished Slavery withiq their Ijmits, only when 
they discovered it to be no Iqnger a lucrativQ 
qode of investing oapUal. This is a historical 
error. Slavery was profitable in New England 
toih<? last, if pecunij^ry gain is profit, and it was 
aMished, not because it was contrary to the eco- 
r^omical law of profit and loss, but because our 
fathers held it, as did ihen also the wisest and 
best of their Southern b/ethrer^, to be contrary 
to tho law of conscience and of God. 

I shall not charge upon any gentleman a ^e* 
sign to deceive the House or the country by 
these ^-epresentatione, but if the disclaimer of a 
purpose to extend Slavery beyond its present 
limits |s sincere, I still question whether gen- 
tlemen have the authority of their constituents 
for making it. I cannot doubt that it is tho in- 
tention of a powerful party at tho J^outh to car-, 
ry Slavery to latitude forty-nine, or ju6t so far j 
as it shall not be prohibited by some law of Cont 
gress, and I cannot look upon the \i\te. Cor::pro- 
mise Bill as anything but an ingenioucly devisv 
ed scheme for accomplishing that object, under 
cover of an apparent respect for law- I have 
been told that some Norlhorn gentlemen have 
been ill-advised enough to plums themsolves up« 
on 3ome of the most objectionable features of 
that bill, as original inventions of thair own.— 
This is doubtless an honest, perhaps a pardon8« 
bJe vanity, but under somo circumstances, we 
are unable to trace the operations of our own 
minds, Sjnd therefore, it is ye ry passible, ^ha^t 



what vms apparently a Northern suggestion mav 
htive been in fact prompted by a Southern iuapi- 

ration. ' 

«ut if, in truth, the South holds it to be unde- 
fiirablo or impracticable to introduce slavery in- 
to Oregon, or the whole of New Mexico and 
Oalifornia, why offend and irritate th« North, by 
insisting on a barren, disputed right, which it 
is never intended to exercise ? I am answered, 
that pride forbids Southern men to yield in a 
tontroversy provoked by us of the North, and 
to capitulate in an issue, which we have forced 
^ipon them. But is not this agitation a neces- 
sary, foreseen and foretold result of the anneXa- 
tioQ of Texas, and did we force that flagitious 
measure upon you ? Did we contrive that cun- 
ning and profligate artifice by which, while 
Texas was yet a Mexican State, and in spite of 
its own organic law, slavery was there extended 
and perpetuated ? Did we plot the intrigues, 
whereby the revolt of "Texas was first excited, 
and then nursed and encouraged until it ripened 
into a revolution ? Did we furnish the men, 
tha money and the [materiel, by which alone 
I Texas was enabled to resist the arms of Mexi- 
co ? Did a Northern Administration dispense 
the patronage, and participate in the corruption, 
by which annexation, in defiance of the solemn 
resolutioiia of ahnostevery Northern Slate he- 
igislature, and the alrlbst unanimous opinion of 
i the Norlliern people, was introduced into the 
i Democratic platforrrs hy the Baltimore cabal, 
and afterwards, in palpable violation of the Con- 
stitution, carried through both Houses of Con- 
j^ress ? Was it to gratify the ambition of a 
Northern Executive, or to extend the bounds of 
Northern institutions, that an unprovoked war 
has beea waged with Mexico, two hundred mil- 
lions of dollars worse than squandered* thou- 
sands of Mexican citisteiis butchered fof defend- 
ing their altars and ttieir homes, and myriads of 
our citizens pacrificed to the accursed idol — 
military glory ? 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me be just. Let rue 
not involve in sweeping and indiscriminate con- 
demnation the whole people of the South, as 
participants in crimes, whose original guilt 
properly rests on ihe shoulders of a few South- 
ern political aspirants, but the shame of whose 
consummation is tire damning and irretrievable 
disgrace of the Democracy of the North. A 
tnajority of the Baltimore Convention of 1844, 
which pledged the party to the annexation of 
lexas, and rejected Mr. Van Buren, because, 
in emerging from the cloud in which his politi- 
cal opinions are usually shrouded,' he had, mis- 
taking the signs of the times, accidenlally come 
out on the Northern side of this question, was 
composed of Northern Democrats; the issue 
was fairly made ia the Presidential election of 



that year, and (with the exception t5» ealitht 
Cned Pennsylvania, which sustaitied Mr- Polk 
as a tariff-mart.) the vote of every . Northern 
Democralic State was given to tbo nomine© of 
the Baltimore Convention, expressly as the 
apostle of annexation ; am) upon the flnal votd 
in Congress, 6very Northern Democratic Sena- 
tor, and every Northern Democratic liepreuon- 
tative save three, recorded his auflrago in favor 
of this great wrong. 

On the other hatui, it should never be forgot- 
ten, that the Southern Whigs as a body, and 
with very few exceptions, in resisting, in cpitp 
of sectional prcjutljce, and ihe denunciations of 
a majority of their^mmedrate fellow citizens, a 
policy whi6h, though speciously recommended 
by considerations of local advantage, they holil 
to be a violation of national right, and a sacri- 
fice of natiortal interest, eX-hibited, to their ever- 
lasting honor, a generosity, an incorruptible 
firmness, and a degree of political virtue, of 
which the North, unhappily, has given but few*' 
examples.* 



*'thc most important vot^s irt Congress on ih<i 
question of nnnexation were as follows: 

On ihe I5th of March, 1844, Mr. Winthrop moved 
the following resolution in the House of Representa- 
tives : — 

Jiesolved, That no proposition for the annexation 
of Texas to the United States ought to be mode, ot 
assented to, by this government. 

Upon the question of eu^pending the niles for lh<i 
purpose of receiving the resolution, 

Every Northern, and ihne Somhefti Whig mem- 
bers, v,'ith three De»|iocmt3 oniy (Messrs. R. D, Davis, 
Potter and J. A. Tl right) voted in the affirmiuive. 

£j5cri/ democrat (except as above) jj^cluding Messrs 
BrinkcrhofF, Preston King, Rathbun and othfer promi- 
nent Barnburners, with fifteen Southern Whigs, vot« d 
in the negative. 

On the l\lh of June, 1844-, after the rejection of Mr^ 
Tyler's Annexation Treaty by the Senate, the Presi- 
dent Sent a mes age to the House rtf Representutivcsi 
urging that body to lake imnjediate steps towards ef- 
fecting the object which he had failed to accomplish 
by treaty. 

With a view of preventing any action en the sub- 
ject, Mr, ,Tohn P. Kennedy, a Soiithern vvhig, moved 
to lay the communication on the table. 

Upon this motion, every whig meniber, with tlic 
exception of six Southern gentlemen, voted in tljti 
affirmative ; every democratic membiTj Northern 
well as Southern, including Messrs. Brinkerhoff, R. 
D, Davis, Hamiirt, Prej^ton King, NorriS and Rath- 
bun, Voted in the negative. 

On tlie final passage of the bill, as amended by the 
Senate, Feb. 23, 1845, the vote in the House oS Reprc* 
sentatives was as follows 

In the affirmative, every democratic member, norths 
em as well as southern, excepiiiig Messrs. R. D. Da- 
vis, John P Hale and E. R. Potter, but including 
Messrs. BrinkerhotI, Dillingham, Hannibal Hamlin. 
Preston King, Rathbun, &c. 

In tb.e negative, every xohig member, Southern as 
well as Northern, with the single exception of Mr. 
Dellett of Alabama, 

It will thus be seen> that though a few Soatheni 
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Swt does not thiss qwestion involve some con» 
siderations of fairness and duty to the North ? — 
Has it not been the uniform policy of this gov- 
ernment to strengthen the slaveholding, at the 
cost of the free States ? Have we not yielded 
«very doabtful question of title upon the Nor{:h- 
ern fr<itttier, and snsisted on every semblance of 
claira «pon the Southern border ? Is it n,7t no- 
torious, that the war of 1812, though declared 
by us, was waged solely as a defensive war, lest 
aggressive operations should result in strength- 
ening the free States by the conquest of Cana- 
da ? Would the treaty of Wftshingtoii, so wise- 
iy negotiated by Webster, haire been sanctioned 
by a Southern President, if At had bf^en a South- 
ern, instead of a free State, whose'claims were 
compromised ? Why was our claim to North- 
ern Oregon so readily relinquished ? Was it 
because Mr. Polk thought our title up to 54© 40, 
which he surrendered without an equivalent, less 
clear than the right of Texas to the valley of the 
Rio Grande, to sustain which, he engaged in a 
war, in defiance of all the forms of the Constitu- 
tion ? Was it because he believed Vancouver's 
Island, the noble harbors, and all the fertile ter- 
ritory Norti^ of 49 degrees, less valuable than the 
" stupendous deserts" between the ]Si'ueces and 
the Rio Bravo ? Was it because he held a war 
with powerful England unlawful, but with prxny 
Mexico, praiseworthy ! No sir ; it was bees use 
he and his advisers sought to clip the wings of 
ihe North, and plume the pinions of the South. 
And yet this was patiently borne. 

The constitution was 'shamelessly trampled 
under foot, and the blackest and most gigantic 
scheme of political corruption, that ever disgrac- 
ed a free people, was organized to sustain South- 
ern ascendency by the annexation of Texas. — 
And this has been patiently borne. An unjust 
ard disgraceful war has been waged with a sis- 
ter republic, a national debt incurred, that will 
hang like a millstone upon the necks of our 
children for half a century, and thousands of 
lives sacrificed by pestilence and the sword, to 
gratify the ambition of Southern prize-fighters 
and politicians. This, too, has been patiently 
borne; and after all this, I ask, is it fair to infsist 
that the paltry 'indemnity' which we have re- 
ceived for al( this loss of treasure and blood and 
honor shall enure to the exclusive benefit of the 
South? So far as Slavery already exists be- 
neath the jcgis of your State constitutionSj we 
seek not to interfere with it. We leave its abo- 



Whigs at first favored annexaiion, they were at last 
all but unanimously opposed to the measure. 

In the Senate, Feh. 26, 1845, on the final'passage 
of tlie bill, cveiij Democratic Senator voiecl in the 
affirmative ; every Whig Senator, excepting Messrs. 
Johnsou and Merrick, but inchidmg twelve other 
^uihern Whh^s, in the negative. 



liiion, or its maintenance, to your own con^ 
({ciencea and the suggestions of your enliyhteR* 
ed self-interest; but we must not, and will not, 
he asked to aid you in extending it; in forcing 
upon free soil a curse, which you have Often 
complained, that the cupidity of the mother coun- 
try, in your age of colonial dependence, forced 
upou you. 

Upon this point, the North is no longer to be 
reasoned with. It has, to use a parliamentary 
phrase, moved and sustained the previous ques- 
tion, and its will can be defeated only by the 
same means of congressional corruption, by 
which the annexation of Texas was efTected.-- 
The feofle of the North cannot again be hood- 
winked or cajoled, and, as I believe and trust, 
they are prepared to do what they ought to 
have done when that great outrage wk^ perpetra- 
ted—to resisl, namely, to every extremity, and 
by all the lawful means, that God and- nature 
have put into their hands. 

There is a class of Northern politicians wlio 
seek every opportunity of parading their obse- 
quious subserviency to the will of the South, and 
their contempt for the sectional interests oftheir 
own people; who prefer Presidential candidaies 
pledged to ultra Southern interests and poiicy> 
and who, had the choice of the late Baltimore 
Convention fallen upon Slatter and Williams, 
would have hailed the n»minalion with as un- 
hesitating devotion as they have that of Cass \ 
and Butler. Such men abound in every demo- 
cratic State ; in frozen New England, in the 
fertile West, throughout the middle Slates; and 
whenever the occasions of Southern gentlemen 
gentlemen demand a curb for Northern freedom 
of sction and speech, in the shape of a giig-nil?, 
or a motion for the previous question, or to lay | 
upon the table, at an ungracious moment, they i 
have only to signify their pleasure to some son , 
of New Hampshire, who has studied political 
ethics under Hubbard and Hill, or some Penn- 
sylvania broadhorn, who believes in Polk and. 
the tariff of '42. 

If then, by any chance, there are democrats of 
this stamp in the present House of P»,epresenta- 
tivea, it is probable enough, that, by the use ot 
familiar appliances, Congress may yet be indnc- 
ed to adopt the Comproinisc Bill or sovnc other 
equally insidious and mischievous scheme; ""t 
its passage will produce a tornado of popular in- 
dignation, :o which all fortner tempests will htj 
but zephyrs. The entire Northern people will 
demand repeal, and riot a representative will t'C 
returned to the next Congress from the free 
States, who is not pledged to that measure.— 
There are abundant and unmistakable tokens ot 
a fixed determination throughout the North to 
consent to no arrangement;,^ by which one foot 
of American soil now leg-^lly or actually tree 



fihall be contaminatcfd by/ the spread of Slavery, 
and the inoyement which has now commenced 
will go on, gathering strength, nntll it sbajl have 
accornph'shed its object — the lejjra! restriction of 
Slavery, namely, to its present limits — or have 
rent this Union into fragments. When I speak 
of unequivocal tokens, I do not refer to certain 
late remarkable movements among the democrat- 
ic parly- leaders in New York and elsewhere. 
These are important, not as exprei-'SionSj bat as 
indiealions, of popular opinion. The instigators 
of these proceedings are very far from being the 
originators of the feeling, which now controls 
the masses of the North, except in so far as their 
own former outrageous treachery to Northern 
rights and interests has contributed to provoke 
it. They are dexterously seizing and convert- 
ing to their own corrupt and selfish purposes an 
honorable enthusiasm, = which they derided as a 
' sickly sensibility or a narrow prejudice, con- 
demned as an unjust and uncharitable hostility 
to the institutions and prosperity of the South, 
and denounced as a virtual infraction of the 
compromises of the constitution, until, in its 
growing strength, it threatened to overwhelm 
them, and now they are fanning it with an assi- 
duity that quite puts to the blush the flagging 
zeal of the new recruit from the Gnmite State, 
and the ancient champion from the Western 
Reserve. 

The leaders of the barnburner faction, when 
in Congress, have uniformly resisted that right 
so dear to freemen, the right of petition*; they 
I advocated the annexation of Texasf; they sus- 
j tained and justified the Mexican war, with a 
Inll knowledge of the base purposes for which it 
[ was provoked; and now they offer to atone for 
j all these wrongs, by opposing the further exten- 
sion of slavery, whose area they have done so 
much to enlarge, and by complimenting with 
j t..c hollow mockery of a fruitless nomination that 
cast-olFidol, the Dagon of their ancient worship, 
upon whom the South, in the convention of 1844, 
bestowed a fit reward for a life of slavish devo- 
tion to its interests, by turning him into the wil- 
aernesa as a scapegoat laden with a burden 
neavy enough to crush an Atlas— the sins of the 
oemocracy. Such are the men, who are now 
insulting the understandings of Northern free- 
laen, by courting thei. suflfrages for a presiden- 

J^'t'ie first session of the 28th Congress a strenu- 
Zue f ®l '"Z*^® rescind the notorious 3 1st rule, 
Z u ',9™»ae the reception of petitions concerning ' 

Wu'ifl]/*^'''''^'^- ^" 27th and 28th o1- 
ouSy J ti numerous votes were taken on the 
|qae. on.and Messrs Jacob BrinkerhofT, Presron King, 
\lS ^^^^ ^"^"^ democrats, are recorded as 

pEe\wo day^'"^'"'" ^^""^ infamous rule, eight times 
t See previous note, p 9, 



tid candidate, who, when Vice PresicjeiTiti gave 
the casting vote in the Senate in favor of a bill 
forbitlding "postmasters to deliver to any person 
whatever' papers touching the subject of Slave- 
ry, in the slave states,! who bought the support 
of the South by pledging himself in advance to 
veto any " attempt on thp part of Congress to. 
abolish Slavery in tho District of Columbia",^ 
and who sent a< public armed vessel to a port iri' 
Connecticut, to kidnap the ne*gn>es of tho Amis- 
tad, 

And with all this, they have not the virtue and, 
the manhood to avow and regret i\mv forraer 
errors. They profess reformation without repen- 
tance, glory in their shame, and with hands sliil 
unwashed of the uhcleai>s»easof Texan annexa- 
tion, an^l red with the biood of an unholy war, 
they proclaim themselves the chosisn apostles of 
human Itberty. Out upon the bald hypocrisy of 
these whited sepulchres ! The sacred cause of 
freedom needs no such allies as these. 

But let us return to the main question I am 
discussing. Besides the obvious moral antll po- 
litical considerations, which forbid the introduc- 
tion of Slavery into the new territory, there is 
another, that has great weight with the people of 
the North. It is, that in their opinion, any com- 
pronmiae, by which Slavery shall he tolerated at 
all in Now Mexico and California, involves a 
repetition of tlie Texas iniquity. A new rebel- 
lion will be fomented, a new revolution proclaim- 
ed, a new scheme of annexation ploUecJ, andi an- 
other war of conquest and plunder waget?. 

Those events are already foreshadowed m the 
reported movements towards establishing the 
Republic of the Sierra Madre, and they can be 
prevented only by prohibiting the extension of 
Slavery, which has been the motive and the in- 
ducement for all the national crimes perpetrated 
or plotted on our Southern and Soiithwestera 
frontier. 

Under these circunistances, what is the duty 
of Congress ? To sbriiik from the responsibili- 
ty of determining this great ques? ion, a »d de- 
volve il upon a tribunaf^ whose province it is to- 
declare not what the la^v shall, amJomght to be, 
but what it is ? The power of Congrers to leg- 
islate on this subject is unquestionable, and the 
duty is as clear as the right. A vasi majority 
of the people demand tlie exercise cf this power, 
and tl>e popular will must and will be obeyed. 
No bill for the organization of go.vemment in the 
new territories can, ever pass (this House, with- 
out some 'posilide provi.%io» on this subject, and 
no such mixed question of law and fact, as that 
of the present and future legal existence of 
Slavery in Mexico, will ever be submitted to tho 
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ai*i5trameht"! of our actional ji5«H^^^ 

Sir, I hope t5ie day is not fat disiatil whea the 
j«opfe of tnese provfijces w5U nee4; Ji(» li?gisla- 
tioa of ours. With the British possessitJtis on 
the |<(ot:thi Weftt coasts th^y will soon he;, strong 
enougli to iotind and litnaititaiu a E6pti1bU6 of 
their awWj amd were they to declare their inde- 
pendesice of this government tomorrow, I for 
one should be ready to vote ibr *t8, recognition. 
But while thejr are preparing for this desirable 
event, let; na give them the blessinga of a free 
^veriiment, plroittote.eixwgratK>nto their shores, 
cherish and defend them, and v(i'ben they no lon- 
ger require th* fostering care <>S the mother 
country^ let as bid thed God speedy and dismiss 
thern. Why shoidd not the unnatural connec- 
tion bjBtweert us and these ronaote regions be 
severed ? What Gornhi.on interests has Boston 
with the Bay of San Franciscb, or New York 
with Monterey, or Charleston ar.d Savannah and 
New Orlea-n^ with Puget's sound and, the mouth 



of the Columbia ? True, Mv people have the 
sariie BUin and light and air Andcomm^tt human* 
ity and religkw* and God, but their social and 
pecuniary relations are aa diverse froni each 
other as are Ihd itllfrreats of the camel dtlmjs of 
the desert fro»;n tlfsose of the ermine-hunters of 
Sibgriar. Oreg&n ar>^ California lie 80 for to- 
wards, the sottini§f snn, that they lose themselves 
in theiEast. Separated from \i3 by aii 6te>mal 
and impassaWe Wriof of waste and mountain, 
they are united to fehe coast of Asia by the free- 
ly navigable basin of the t^acffic^ as are our east- 
ern Shores to the European Continent by the At 
lanti6 sea. From the ties of common biqod aQd 
speech and Mth, their population will ; sympa- 
thize with Ainericait and European eivilizatioa 
and Christianity, but they ,^loiiig to another ge- 
ographical and political system, and their nfii«r- 
al relations ana interests bind them indissol^blv 
to the oriental world. Wh».t, then, God mm 
joined together, let not g^q sounder ! 
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